INTRODUCTIONS
At first the corruption studies began to develop in the west (the beginning of the 19th century, after the French, British, and American revolutions) when the principle of separation between public or financial and personal financial began to implemented. 1 Corruption is derived from latin term that is corruptio or corruptus, which means rotten, bad, depraved, dishonest, corruptible, immoral, deviating from purity and insulting or slanderous words.
2 Corruptio is derived from the word corrumpere, an older Latin word. From the Latin it goes down to many European languages like English that is corruption, corrupt; France is corruption; and Dutch is corruptie, korruptie. From the Dutch language this word came down to the Indonesian language of korupsi.
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The Complete Indonesian Dictionary defines corruption as a misuse of capital money (companies, state, public and so on) for personal gain or others. 4 Corruption is an extraordinary crime, because corruption takes place in all areas of life, and is done systematically, making it difficult to eradicate it. Corruption in Indonesia is already endemic, systemic, and widespread. Corruption has even robbed the economic, social and cultural rights (ecosob) of many societies, so it must be eradicated. The criminal act of corruption in Indonesia is felt to occur in a systematic and widespread way, not only harming the state's finances but also a violation of the social and economic rights of society at large scale so that corruption should be classified as a crime whose eradication must be done extraordinarily. 5 The lack of integrity and ethics of state officer is the main cause of deviation and abuse of authority or power. 6 Abuse of power from the execution of government functions becomes part of the criminal act of corruption. Even for many, corruption is no longer a violation of the law, but it has become a habit. in its development corruption is often an obstacle factor in the development process of a government and a nation.
The criminal act of corruption is one of special criminal law. The explanation is the criminal act of corruption has certain specifications that are different from general criminal law, such as deviation of procedural law and the regulated material is intended to minimize the occurrence of leaks and deviations to the state's financial and economic. The United Nations Convention Against Corruption (UNCAC) on the characteristics and substances of the combined two legal systems of "Civil Law" and "Common Law", which will affect a legal provisions to regulate corruption in Indonesia. Corruption in Indonesia is really systemic, even corruption that happened has turned into a vampire state because almost all infra and supra political structure and constitutional system has been affected by the disease of corruption. The agenda for the eradication of corruption until this moment is only a political commodity for the political elite, more at the destruction of the character (character assasination) for the elite that is indicated by corruption than the fair and just legal process. Law enforcement for corruptors also became a last wind, whereas corrupt acts committed by corruptors are very harmful to the people. There are 7 (seven) patterns of corruption that are often done by corrupt actors of both government and private actors. The seven patterns include: (1) conventional pattern, (2) tribute pattern, (2) commission pattern, (4) pattern of order crashing, (5) pattern of partner company, (6) money. The usual mode of conduct is the practice of embezzlement, the practice of embezzlement of rule-making in favor of certain parties, project markup. 9 In order to cope with the corruption of varying species, a special strategy is required from all fields, although to completely eliminate the practice of corruption is impossible, at least there is an effort to suppress the occurrence of corruption. The established strategy should involve all the layers of society and government structure officials. , is because consumers do not know the material for the production process and the distribution provisions made by the producers. Consumers need to be protected, if harmed by the manufacturer. In court producers who must prove that the material production and distribution process it does will not harm consumers. If a producer can prove that he or she is not "cheating" the customer, he or she can be free of the compensation claims. 14 Act No. 31 of 1999 on Corruption Eradication (Anti-Corruption Law) which is now in effect has embraced the principle of reverse evidence. However, its application is still limited. The limitation is because the prosecutor is also still obliged to prove the crime committed by the defendant, even though he (the defendant) has failed to explain the origin of his wealth.
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The reverse verification system is an exception to the Criminal Procedure Act as (1) states, "The defendant has the right to prove that he is not committing a criminal act of corruption." This provision is a deviation from the provisions of the Criminal Procedure Code which stipulates that the prosecutor is required to prove the criminal offense, not the defendant. Under this provision the defendant can prove that he is not committing a criminal act of corruption.
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In fact, the reverse verification actually punishes the defendant by obliging him to prove he is not doing corruption. Whereas, the article establishes the right of the accused to prove it is not corrupt. In fact, in the conventional criminal law system is also given the right for defendants to defend himself which is part of the human rights of the court must provide the right (opportunity) for the defendant to defend himself.
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RESEARCH METHODS
16 The provisions of Article 8 (1) of Act no. 48 of 2009 on Judicial Power, which said "……..Anyone who suspected, arrested, detained, prosecuted in court, shall be presumed innocent before his or her guilt is expressed in a court decision that have a final legitimation …….. ".
Based on the formulation of the problem and research objectives, it can be identified that the main issues in this study include one of the criminal law policy, especially the legislation policy in formulating and reversing verification principles. Therefore the approach used is a policy-oriented approach.
However, since the main targets of this study on legislation issues in defining and reversing burden of evidence, the approach is primarily pursued through a normative juridical approach based on secondary data and supported by a comparative historical and juridical approach.
The normative juridical approach is used to find out the extent to which legal principles, horizontal vertical synchronization, and systemic law are applied, which is based on secondary data. Secondary data in the field of law can be divided into three, namely primary legal materials, secondary legal materials, and tertiary legal materials.
The historical approach and the comparative approach function more as a supporting element. Historical approaches are used to look at how the history until the emergence of reversed evidence in the corruption criminal justice as discussed in this study. While the comparative approach is used to compare reverse evidence in Indonesia with reversed evidence in other legal systems. 
FINDINGS AND DISCUSSIONS Reversed Evidence Policy on Corruption in the Criminal Procedure
Criminal law policy, criminal law politics or criminal law reform, as well as formulative policies and legislation, are synonymous terms that are one of the problems faced by Indonesians today, because most of the laws in Indonesia are forwarding from the previous legal system with a reason to prevent the legal void, the colonial law's torture remains in force until the new law is enacted in accordance with the Indonesian state administration and philosophy, on the other hand the renewal of the criminal law continues to take account of the development of the world in addition to maintaining the laws that live in society as the Indonesian nation's perspective on punishment.
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Reviewed from a historical perspective, E.Y. Kanter and S.R. Sianturi 21 mentioned that the public-legal criminal law as it is known today has gone through a long development. Gradually, criminal law as part of public law of its existence aims to protect the interests of society and the state by making a harmonious and harmonious balance between crime on the one hand from the actions of the rulers who act arbitrarily on the other. Furthermore, the provisions of criminal law in the above context can be Corruption or corruption eradication is more accurately said to be a social phenomenon, because it is considered a national culture and its eradication on the law enforcement path should be able to have complete understanding.
24 describing the problem of corruption is a serious threat to the stability, security of national and international society, has weakened institutions, democratic values and justice and endangers sustainable development and law enforcement. The inability to understand corruption will result in stagnancy, or worse, the decadence of ideas and acts of corruption eradication because there is also an opinion that corruption has entered widely in the realm of mentality and spirit of the community. 25 Currently, in the criminal justice system in Indonesia, prosecutors prosecute a criminal offense and the defendant may choose a lawyer or defense lawyer to defend him. the police handle investigations in reported or reported cases. They do not take sides in the process and act as objectively as possible. During the investigation, the police must find the truth. The police must investigate the facts, find evidence of the offense, and if there is a violation, should try to find the perpetrator, indict the offender, and arrest if necessary. The criminal justice in Indonesia embraces the accusator system. The suspect or defendant is considered a subject in court, meaning the position of a suspect or defendant is deemed to be equal to that of the public prosecutor and the judge. Therefore, he has the same right in court process, both in the process of preliminary examination and examination before the court.
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In addition, in all cases, the claimant must also prove that the offense has occurred and that the asset is the result of an act unlawful or intended to be used in a criminal activity or as a result of a crime. As based on the Negative Theory of Evidence (Negatief Wettelijk), which states that in the case of proving the defendant's accused, the judge does not rely solely on the means of evidence and in the ways prescribed by law. It is not enough, but it must be accompanied by the belief that the defendant is guilty of a crime. This established belief must be based on the facts obtained from the evidence that have been mentioned in regulation. Evidence is based on two things, namely the tools of evidence and beliefs that are unity, not separated, which is not independent.
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According to this system to declare the person guilty and punished there must be a belief in the judge and that belief must be based on valid evidence, that a prohibited act has been committed and that the accused has committed the act. This theory suggests that judges may only impose criminal sanctions if there are at least two valid evidences. The evidence in this system is regulated in a limitative manner in law. In this system there are two components that mutually support each other namely legal evidence according to law and judge conviction.
28 KUHAP embraces this system, it can be seen from the contents of Article 183 KUHAP namely:
"A judge shall not impose a penalty on a person except, with at least two valid evidences, the judge obtains the conviction that a crime is actually committed and that the defendant is guilty for commiting it." 29 From the sentence state that the evidence must be based on the Criminal Procedure Code (KUHAP), namely the legal evidence in Article 184 KUHAP, accompanied by the judge's confidence obtained from the evidence. In fact, prior to the Criminal Procedure Code, the same provision has been stipulated in Act Number This evidentiary system stems from the rules of evidence set limits by law, but it must be followed by the judge's conviction. Corruption prosecution business using the method of verification actually felt less to meet the sense of justice for the defendant of corruption, and prosecutors as the party burdened with proving difficulty in proving the defendant error due to the vast evidence and objects of corruption are vague or unclear, therefore required a device extraordinary measures in the form of reversed evidence to resolve cases of corruption that effectively and satisfy the sense of justice. This thinking arises because it is caused by the perspective of legislation policy which, during the view of corruption act as ordinary offense, so that the prevention of corruption is quite conventional and does not require extraordinary measures.
Reversal Evidence Policy On Corruption In The Future Criminalization Process
Indonesia as a law state (rechtstaat) as stipulated in Article 1 Verse (3) ensures legal certainty (rechts zekerheids) and protection of human rights (human rights). Roescoe Pound 31 mentions that there are two important needs for philosophical thinking about the state of law. First, the great public need for public security. The need for peace and order to manifest security encourages human beings to seek the rules that authorities against the arbitrary acts of the ruler and the individual to establish a steady society. Secondly, there is a need to adjust to the needs in the field of public security and make new compromises on a continuous basis in society because of the change and hence the need for adjustments in order to achieve a perfect law.
Marc Ancel mentions the twenty century criminal law system still to be created. Such a system can only be conceived and perfected by the joint efforts of all wellmeaning people as well as by all experts in the field of the social sciences. 32 The Criminal Law System of the principle has four substantive elements namely the underlying value of the legal system (philosophic), the existence of legal principles, the existence of legal norms and legal community as supporting the legal system (legal society ). This is a form of enforcement that the effectiveness of law enforcement is determined not only by law enforcement, but also by legal substance and legal culture factors. system is functional and substantial then according to the assumptions and limitations of Marc Ancel and A. Mulder oriented also with the renewal of the criminal law. Barda Nawawi Arief sees that the penal reform effort is essentially a "penal policy" field that is part and is closely linked to "law enforcement policy", "criminal policy" and "social policy". 34 This aspect can mean that the renewal of the criminal law is part of the legal substance renewal, the policy part of combating crime in the framework of the protection of society as social defense and social welfare and criminal law enforcement. Thus, criminal law reform should be pursued by a policy-oriented approach and a valueoriented approach.
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Mudzakkir 36 said the renewal of the criminal law occurs through several possibilities. First, the renewal of the criminal law occurs because it is influenced by shifting elements of the legal community or a shift in the bottom up element. Secondly, because the shift in value underlying the law or the top element affects the element below it (top down). Third, the first and second combined shifts that occur in the element or elements of the legal community do not automatically bring about a shift in law but the applicable law is given a new perspective according to the new value or the new state.
In the eradication of corruption, commonly using the system of evidence as regulated in Act No. 8 of 1981 (Criminal 34 Barda Nawawi Arief, Ibid., P. 3 35 Barda Nawawi Arief, Ibid., P. 3-4 36 Mudzakkir, Op. Cit., hlm. 159 37 Hafidz, Jawade, "efektifitas pelaksanaan Sistem pembuktian terbalik terhadap Perkara korupsi dalam mewujudkan Negara hukum di indonesia" Jurnal Sultan Agung VOL XLIV NO. 44 JUNI -AGUSTUS 2009, P. 118
Procedure Code or Criminal Procedure Code), is ineffective because the process takes a long time, convoluted, and unpredictable level its success because in the proof of corruption criminal case has been charged to the public prosecutor whose process must be through examination in court. (September 26, 1957) states the reversal evidence is on the Public Prosecutor before found a legal fact which requires the defendant to prove otherwise by reversed evidence.
2) Malaysia
The reversal evidence is, found only in Article 42 which provides for evidence. Although only concerning the gift (gratification). The article said: If any person accused of violating Article 10, 11, 13, 14 or 15 has proven that a gratuity has been accepted or agreed to be accepted, obtained, or attempted to obtain, or agree to be promised, or offered by or to the defendant, the gift is deemed to be corruptly accepted or agreed to be accepted, obtained or attempted to obtain, give or agree to be given, promised, or offered as an inducement or reward for a or because of what is specifically stated in the offense, unless proven otherwise.
3) Singapore
Singapore set up a corruption eradication commission sparked by the fact that its economy is based as an intermediary between its neighbors and foreign countries. In the PCA is contain reversal evidence but other provisions from Malaysia has included it in the legal procedure. Singapore makes it part of the formula of offense, which is contained in Article 8 of the PCA which said:
Where It can be interpreted that is connected to government, which means a gift from a person to a government officials for seeking a contract with the government or a department or public body, is considered a bribe until proved otherwise.
4) Hongkong
Reversal evidence has also been executed in Hongkong which is stated in the Prevention of Bribery Ordinance 1970 Article 10 (1b) which said:
Regarding sources of income or assets that are unequal to his current salary or official income in the past, will be found guilty of committing an offense unless he can provide a satisfactory explanation to the court of how he is able to obtain such a standard of living he may obtained.
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Obviously this provision holds an inverse evidence, since a person in such a position is found guilty of corruption, unless he can prove otherwise, in condition to prove that his possessions are legally acquired. If he can not prove he is proven to be corrupt. This is different from Indonesia, where if the defendant can not prove whether he is guilty or not, the public prosecutor still has an obligation to prove his allegations.
Formulation of Reversal Evidence of Corruption on the Future Criminal Procedure
The prevailing criminal law in Indonesia today adheres to the presumption of innocence principle in the evidentiary system in its hearing, so it is necessary to have a strong thought supported by a strong theory when it comes to applying reverse verification in the punishment process in Indonesia. Renewal and development of national legal system especially in the field of criminal law is one of the agenda in legal politics in Indonesia.
This leads us to question the nature of law and science of law. legal positivism is the only applicable approach and used in controling missused act. Corruption itself clings to the tight dynamics and is not sufficiently targeted as a phenomenon of lawlessness.
42
This effort should be done consistently, systemically, integrally and continuously. 43 And the idea of implementing the reverse verification in this punishment that researchers include in the renewal as an effort to reconstruct and restructure the system of punishment. In reinforcing the idea of applying the inverse proof to the corruption crime that is contrary to the principle of presumption of innocence or more adhered to the principle of presumption of guilt, the researcher tries to quote one of Prof. '  The balance between formal and material criteria;  a balance between 'legal certainty', flexibility or elasticity and fairness;  A balance of global or international or universal values This balancing idea is also the foundation of the researcher's thinking in applying an inverse proof formulation to the criminal act of corruption. Especially on the idea of a monodualistic balance between the public and the public interest and the interests of individuals or individuals, it is intended that reverse proof can also be applied in the evidentiary system, outside of any discussion of the effectiveness of the evidence currently prescribed in punishment, balance or sense of justice both to the defendant and the prosecutor in the trial. And of course the idea of equilibrium can also be the cornerstone of the application of the presumption of guilt principle in addition to the presumption of innocence because with it the balance will be achieved.
Based on the considerations obtained by researchers, the researchers propose the idea that should the reversal of the evidence is not only a right in the process of evidence, but indeed as a process that must be passed in a important evidence will also change the whole process of trial with the addition of one system proof.
The consideration is that corruption is an extraordinary crime or an extraordinary crime whose impact will be overwhelming to the public, requiring extraordinary measures 43 Eprints.undip.ac.id 44 www.uib.edu/download/muladi.doc (ordinary measures), the researcher assumes that it does not matter when the presumption of innocence ) adhered to by criminal law in Indonesia is ruled out, other than that during this time when the reversal evidence is only used as the right earned by the defendant, the results of the evidence will only be taken into consideration which of course has a weak position, not necessarily when it is not proven that the property is obtained from a process that is unlawful the defendant is considered innocent, the researcher assumes that the concept will make the effort of the defendant laboriously prove the origin of his wealth to be in vain and sense of justice is not achieved.
In essence, the researcher hopes that when the process of reversal evidence increases the status of the rights become obligations that must be passed in the trial, especially the proofing process will make the trial process becomes more effective and sense of justice can be achieved.
CONCLUTIONS
From the results of the above discussion can be concluded that Indonesia has basically arranged Reversal evidence, especially on corruption, in the development of the existing rules are various formulations. In its implementation, law enforcers have difficulties in applying the reversal of the evidence in the hearing because of the lack of strictness of the regulation, besides the process of reversing the evidence which belongs to the defendant is rarely used. The difficulty of implementation The reversal evidence so far is also because Indonesia adheres to the principle of presumption of innocence whose tendency is more burdensome to the prosecutor. The reversal evidence of corruption that has been considered to be ineffective is caused by many things that have been described in the previous chapters, one of which is because the status as a right possessed by the defendant can be used or not, that the evidence was absolute back to the prosecutor. No use of rights Reversal evidence is greater because the defendant considers the position of the result of evidence that is not so strong as the implementation Reversal of the evidence in another country The reversal of the evidence of the defendant absolutely will be decided not guilty if the defendant can prove the origin of his property and of course if the judge believes in the truth, unlike in Indonesia which still proves again by the public prosecutor as the primary consideration even though the defendant has proved the origin of his property. 
BIBLIOGRAPHY
